


%3 CVs LIVL« 3 Jy 


ORIGINAL 


























RECONNAISSANCE SURVEY 
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GREATER CHICAGO AREA 


Navy Pier 








RESOURCE DESCRIPTION 





REGIONAL SETTING 





With @ population of eight million people, Chicago is the third largest 
metropolitan area in the United States, lith in the world. for over a 
century the city has been the focus of commerce in America's heartiand, a 
center for manufacturing and industry, wholesale and retail trade, and 
corporate offices. Chicago is the corporate headquarters of 7/5 firms on 
the “Fortune 500." The city evolved as a major transportation 
crossroads, and it remains one today, with one of the world's busiest 
airports, terminals for the country's major western and eastern railroads, 
and a major hub in the interstate highway system. This inland city is 
aiso & major shipping center The Port of Chicago, located near the 
southern tip of Lake Michigan at Calumet Harbor, provides shippers of 
raw materials and finished products access to the Great Lakes and the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway tc the east and access to the Mississippi River to 
the west via the Calumet Sag Channel, the Chicago Ship Canal, and the 
Iiiinois River. 


Navy Pier is an important part of the city's 29-mile lakefront, which i- 
aimost exclusively in public ownership and use. Through the work of 
individuals like J. Daniel Burnham, Frederick Law Olmsted, John Root, 
and Louis Sullivan, Chicago became a prototype of urban planning and 
design, and modern residents have inherited a rich legacy of parks and 
architecture. Burnham's monumental 1909 Pian of Chicago, one of the 
first comprehensive regional plans for an American city _ a milestone in 
urban planning, recommended that a broad belt of parks be established 
aiong the lakeshore. To the great credit of the city fathers, much of the 
pian was implemented, and today the Chicago Park District, an 
independent taxing jurisdiction, maintains approximately 25 miles of 
lakefront parks encompassing about 3,000 acres of land. These parklands 
extend along the entire city portion of the Lake Michigan shoreline in an 
almost unbroken expanse of grass, trees, and shrubs. 


The lakefront parks have been improved with jogging and bicycle paths, 
playgrounds, picnic areas and shelters, boat docks, concert facilities, 
swimming beaches, bridle paths, athletic fields, and other public 
facilities To highlight a few, Lincoln Park to the north includes the 
Chicago Historical Society, the Lincoln Park Zoo, a conservatory, a gun 
club, the Chicago Academy of Science, the Theatre on the Lake, and 
Belmont, Diversey, and Montrose harbors Three parks are located south 
of the Chicago River: Grant Park includes the Buckingham Fountain, the 
Art institute, the Shedd Aquarium, the Field Museum of Natural History, 
@ band shell, a rose garden, and Monroe Harbor. Burnham Park includes 
Burnham Harbor, Soldier Field, and McCormick Place. Jackson Park, 
whose heritage is traced directly to the Colombian Exposition of 1893, 
includes three harbors and the Museum of Science and industry These 
parks provide residents and regional, national, and international visitors 
with a wide variety of recreational activities 
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Navy Pier is situated in the heart of Chicago, near the Loop. The 
concrete, steel, and timber structure occupies a manmade peninsula that 


juts into Lake Michigan tor more than 3,000 feet. The city of Chicago's 
Central Water Filtration Plant, which also extends into Lake Michigan, is 
located just north of Navy Pier. The grounds of the plant imclude Olive 
Park, a small landscaped open space. Immediately south of Navy Pier is 


the remnant of Dime Pier, and next to that are the locks at the mouth of 
the Chicago River. immediately west of Navy Pier is Lake Point Towers, 
a 69-story residential complex. Just north of the towers is Navy Pier 
Park, a 2.35-acre greenspace managed by the Chicago Park District. The 
remainder of the area west of the pier is dominated by Lake Shore Drive, 
an eight-lane freeway that parallels the city's shoreline and which is 
elevated in the vicinity of Navy Pier. Further west, on the other side of 
Lake Shore Drive along the Chicago River, is one of the largest privately 
owned and undeveloped tracts of land within the Chicago Loop. Future 
private use of this property, which is owned by the Chicago Dock and 
Canal Company, will have a major influence on whatever future activities 
take place at Navy Pier. The Chicago Dock-Equiteble Venture proposes a 
major new multiple use development including hotel, retail, residential, 
and office space. 


DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF THE PIER 





The Plan of Chicago recommended that several freight, passenger, and 
recreational piers be constructed as part of a proposed Chicago Harbor at 
the mouth of the Chicago River. To carry out the plan, Chicago city 
officials asked the voters to approve a $5 million bond issue to finance 
the construction of a pier and other harbor facilities. The bond issue 
was approved in April 1912, and the city council contracted with a 
renowned regional architect (Charles Sumner Frost) and a well-known 
local engineer (Edward Clapp Shankland) to design a multipurpose pier to 
serve the commercial and recreational needs of the community. The funds 
allocated for the pier project totaled $4.5 million. 


The first test piles were driven for the new pier in April 1914. The 
completec structure, then known as Municipal Pier No. 2, opened for 
public inspection in June 1916. This massive pier (3,040 feet long and 
292 feet wide) was the largest of its kind in the world upon completion, 
and today it remains the largest recreational and freight pier in the 
United States. The pier, with its expansive passenger and freight 
facilities, soon became the focal point for regional commerce The pier 
buildings contained approximately 590,000 square feet of space in several 
distinct sections: a headhouse at the western end, twin 2,350-foot 
double-deck metal sheds running east along most of the pier, a terminal 
building at the eastern end of the sheds, and a recreational complex on 
the far eastern end of the pier. Freight was handied on the lower shed 
decks, with passengers loading and unloading on the upper decks. 
Recreational use was concentrated in the terminal building, shelter 
building, recreation building, and auditorium, all on the eastern end of 
the pier. The terminal building (15,415 square feet) included areas for 
information, toilets, and a restaurant with an open-air food and beverage 
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service. The terminal building aiso served as the eastern terminus for 


the Grand Avenue and illinois Street trolley line; the tracks and 
turnaround were on the pier's upper deck. The shelter building (1/,919 
square feet) connected the terminal building and auditorium with an 
open-air walkway for enjoying the lake breezes The 4,000-seal 
auditorium (45,616 square feel) was 100 feet high and 150 teet long and 


built for concerts, public meetings, and other large gatherings On 
either side of the concert hall were twin 165-foot observation towers that 
afforded views of the city and the shoreline The easternmost end of the 
pier was terraced and provided landing space for smal! boats, excursion 
Steamers, and the passenger boats that transported people to various 
lakefront parks up and down the city's shoreline. 


With the entry of the United States into World War | in April 1191/7, a 
portion of the space on the pier was converted for use in America’s war 
effort. The pier served as a site for patriotic rallies, war production 
work, and military training. After the war the pier again became a 
center of commercial and recreational activity The Pageant of Progress, 
a two-week regional trade and educational show was held on the pier in 
1921 and 1922. 


In 1927 Municipal Pier No. 2 was renamed. The Chicago City Counci! 
voted to redesignate the pier as Navy Pier to honor ali the men who 
served in the U.S. Navy during the war. Previously city officials had 
dedicated Soldiers Field to honor the men serving in the U.S. Army in 
World War |. The official date for the rededication of the pier was May 
1, 1928. 


Commercial and recreational activity on the pier began declining with the 
onset of the Great Depression in 1929. The growing use of automobiles 
and trucks contributed further to the decline of commercial steamship 
traffic. in 1933 office space on the pier was allotted to various New Deal 
agencies, and between 1938 and 1941 the Works Progress Administration 
undertook a series of rehabilitation projects on the pier. The U.S. Navy 


began conducting national defense work on the pier in 1941. This 
activity greatly expanded with the entry of the United States into World 
War |i. The Navy occupied the entire pier for the duration of the war, 


first with the Naval Aviation Ground Training School and later with the 
Radio Material School. The Navy ceased activities on the pier in 1946, at 
the same time the University of Illinois in Chicago was searching for 
expanded campus facilities to accommodate the returning veterans who 
were entering the university. The University of Illinois used buildings 
on the pier until 1966, when all activities were transferred to the newly 
completed Chicago Circle Campus. The pier also reopened to commercial 
and recreational activities after the war, being used primarily as an 
exhibit hall for trade fairs too large for hotel exhibit halls. 


In the mid-1950s Chicago city officials began planning better port 
facilities for the expected increase in commercial activity due to the 
completion of the Saint Lawrence Seaway. Navy Pier went through a 
series of extensive rehabilitation and expansion projects, beginning in 
1956 with the construction of a railroad connection to the pier's docks. 
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VIEW OF NAVY PIER BUILDINGS 
Navy Pier 
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iis was followed by a4 Series Of Projects designed tO expan a 


modernize the Gdock facilities on ihe pier ihese projects were completed 
in 1962 a€t & cost of more than $8 million VMeanwhiié. the Saint Lawrence 
Seaway was officially opened in (1959 By a4 visit of Queen Elizabeth I! of 
Great Britain to the pier his initiated 4 period of prosperity for thy 


port nat lasted until the 19/706. when Pewee port faciiitesa were opened al 
Calumet Marbor south of the city 


in 1974 Chicago Mayor Richard J. Valey announced pians to revive the 


recreation end of the pier Restoration and rehabilitation work began in 
1975 and continued until iw?’ Meanwhile 46 part ofl America's 
Bicentennial celebration in 19/6 4 unique solar Gemonstrator unit wat 
instaiied on the pier to ilivstrate energy conservation to the general 
publi since the mid-19/Us6 Navy Pier has Deen largely unused and 
vacant 


in 9/77 the Chicago City Council declared he per a Chicago landmark 
because of the part it had played in thy uitural, economi and social 
nistory of the city in 1979 the pier was placed on the National Register 
of Historic Piaces for is local significance in the areas of architecture 
commerce, communications economics education engineering military 


music, politics, theater, and transportation 











ANALYSIS OF RESOURCE VALUES 


HISTORICAL VALUES 


Navy Pier i6 a& midwestern landmark whose 69-year history reflects the 
region's cultural, economic, and social development in the ¢c0th century 
The pier is currently listed on the National Register of Historic Places as 
4 locally significant resource, but the study team recommends that this 
Classification be reconsidered Based on a4 brief review of the National 
Register "Criteria for Evaluation” (36 CFR 60.4), the study team believes 
that the pier is at least of statewide significance because of its historical 
impact on a multistate region. (The National Register criteria do not 
include a “regional” category for resources of more than statewide but 
less than national significance.) The study team determined that Navy 
Pier does not meet the prescribed criteria for national significance found 
in the “Management Policies” of the National Park Service (chapter |, pp 
2*/) 


Criteria for Determining Historical Significance 


AS A 





Properties being considered for inciusion in the national park system on 
the basis of their historic resource valves must be shown to possess 
outstanding national significance related to one or more of the themes 
contained in the “National Park System Plan." The significance of Navy 
Pier was considered as it related to the following themes and subthemes 


Theme Vi': America at Work 
Subthemes: distribution of commercial goods, water 
transportation, urban =o architectural gdesign and 
engineering 
Theme Vi! The Contemplative Society 
Subtheme: higher education 
Theme |X Society and Social Conscience 
Subtheme: organized recreation 
The primary criteria related to these themes was whether or not events 
occurring at the pier significantly contributed to, were identified 


prominentiy with, or outstandingly represented the broad economic or 
social history of the nation. 


it was determined that the pier is a regionally significant resource, but 
the analysis did not indicate national significance, as follows 








Regional Impor tance 


Vistribution of commercial goods Between 1916 and 1930 Navy Pier was a 
major terminal for the importation and regional distribulion of commercial 
goods This trade was revitalized with the opening of the Saint Lawrence 
Seaway iff 1959 Vuring the peak years following the opening of the 
seaway, the newly renovated Navy Pier served more than 200 ships 
annually bringing goods from ‘ound the world to the midwestern region 
From 1916 to the 1960s the pier played an indirect role in the regional 
distribution of goods through a number of national and international 
expositions, trade fairs, and conventions The pier was an important 
regiona! support facility, But unlike facilities such as the Illinois and 
Michigan Canali, it did not represent a major shift in the economi 
development of the region 


Water Lransportation Until superceded by automobile and air transporta 
tion, lake steamers provided a4 major form of regional transportation for 
recreational and business travel Navy Pier was the primary pier serving 
Chicago passengers Limited recreational travel along the Lake Michigan 
shoreline continues to operate out of Navy Pier to this day 


Urban architectural design and engines Upon its completion in 1916 
Municipal Pier No. 2 was briefly the largest structure of its kind in the 
world, and the structure remains one of the largest piers in the United 


states The pier is an imposing structure with many attractive 
architectural features, but it does not possess exceptional characteristics 
in its design or method of construction The original form and 


configuration of the pier have been largely preserved, although the pier 
has been expanded and some of the specific elements have been modified 


of the University of illinois served students from throughout the region 
at its facilities on Navy Pier. Following World War |i, the pier provided 
the space needed to accommodate the tremendous influx of returning 
veterans The location of the campus near the center of Chicago also 
provided many students the opportunity to work and continue their 
education 


Higher education: From 1946 to 1966 the Chicago Undergraduate Division 
h 


Organized rect eation The recreational facilities included in the design of 
unicipal ier No. 2 were secondary to the shipping facilities, but they 
represented the importance placed on public access to the lakefront and 
the influence of Burnham's Plan of Chicago From 1916 until the outbreak 


of World War I!, Navy Pier served as a major regional recreation 
resource The recreational facilities at the pier's east end were al! free 
to the public, and daily they provided thousands of city dwellers and 
visitors with relief from Chicago's summertime heat humidity, and 
crowded city environment The pier was open from 8:00 a.m to 
midnight, Memorial Day to Labor Day Attendance at free concerts and 
plays, touring the latest exhibitions, dining in the restaurants, 
picnicking, community sINg-iINns, 4 children's playground, a 


merry-go-round and ferris wheel and boat rides to the city lakefront 
parks were some of the popular activities Author ira W. Hoover 











captured the character of the pier's public use in 1916 By stating, “All 
classes, nationalities, and ages are represented in the daily thousands 
who gather here for recreation and relief from superheated rooms and 
pavements.” 


RECREATIONAL VALUES 





As noted above, Navy Pier served a5 4 major regional recreational facility 
from the time it was built until the 1930s, and it is well situated to 
become a significant recreational facility for the region once again. The 
pier does not currently meet the prescribed criteria for a national 
recreation area contained in the NPS "Management Policies” (chapter |, p 
9), but it could potentially meet some of the criteria in the future, 
depending on its us The most important recreational values of the pier 
are (1) the opportunity, provided by its strategic location, to link the 
city's northern and southern lakeshore parks, ensuring the perpetuation 
of a vital public lakefront corridor, (2) access on three sides to the 
waters of Lake Michigan, and (3) impressive scenic views both landward 
and lakeward. 


Criteria for Determining Recreational Significance 





The primary criterion for national recreation areas is that they be 
spacious areas containing outstanding natural or cultural features and 
providing significant recreation opportunities. Although the pier encloses 
@ vast amount of space by normal building standards, it is small in 
comparison to the thousands of acres encompassed by each of the 
oy national recreation areas (Chattahoochee, the smallest as 
8, acres, and Glen Canyon, the largest, 1,062,000 acres). The pier 
does not contain outstanding natural or cultural features: As a historic 
Structure it has been found to be regionally, but not nationally 
significant. Thus, the pier does not meet this criterion of a national 
recreation area 


The pier, however, is an important recreational resource, and it could 
meet the following criteria in the future, depending on its use. 


Navy Pier is located in the heart of the city, where recreational 
facilities would be heavily used by metropolitan residents and 
visitors to Chicago. And depending on its future use, it could 
contribute significantly to the recreational needs of the urban 
population. The ideas of using the pier as a huge gymnasium or a 
cultural/entertainment center, for example, have been suggested as a 
way of meeting the city's great need for cold weather recreational 
facilities. 


Also depending upon its use, the pier could attract national, as well 
as regional, visitors, another criterion of national significance. For 
example, the pier has been suggested as a site for a national 
transportation museum, which would undoubtedly attract the city's 
national and international tourists 








Regional importance 


Critical Lakefront Open Space: it is critical to recognize the legac of 
public stewardship of the Chicago lakefront and to manage Navy Pier to 
maximize its public benefit, regardiess of the specific activity or activities 
that ultimately occur on its decks The concept of preserving the city's 
lakefront for public benefit, rooted in Burnham's 1909 Plan of Chicago, 
remains the key to the magnificent setting the ciiy populace enjoys. 





Aithough the public lakefront is well protected to the north and south 
there is a weak link in the central area of Chicago that is the current 
focus of much planning and development. Between Oak Street Beach on 
the north and Grant Park on the south the public open space narrows to 
a critical thread. This public space must be maintained and enhanced to 
protect the integrity of the public lakeshore concept and to provide 
options for north-south recreational trails along the waterfront. The most 
critical open space linkage is the area along tie lake just on either side 
of the locks at the entrance to the Chicago River. Within this zone, just 
to the north and east of the river, Navy Pier juts into Lake Michigan for 
more than half a mile. Future revitalization of the pier for recreational 
use will greatly enhance public access to this section of the lakefront and 
perpetuate the heritage of using the lakefront to promote the social and 
cultural well-be ng of Chicago. 


Access to Lake Michigan: Navy Pier greatly extends the city's land/water 
interface and intensifies its impact. To stand at the end of the pier, 
surrounded by nothing but water and sky on three sides, evokes some of 
the same feelings as being out on the lake in a boat. The 3,000-foot-long 
docks on both sides of the pier offer excellent access to Lake Michigan 
for many kinds of water-related activities, including tour anc pleasure 
boating, fishing, and the preservation and interpretation of historic 
ships The pier could also potentially help meet some of the growing 
Gemand for additional marina facilities. 





scenic Values: The city of Chicago dominates the southwest shoreline of 
Lake Michigan. The view of the city skyline from the lake rivals that of 
other great world cities, including New York, San Francisco, Rio de 
Janiero, Copenhagen, Honolulu, Sydney, and Hong Kong. Navy Pier is 
the longest manmade peninsula on Lake Michigan, and it affords 
undoubtedly one of the finest scenic views of the Chicago skyline of any 
point in the city. The pier's only rival for this scenic view is the end of 
the peninsula by Adier Planetarium, itself a filled finger of land inspired 
by Daniel Burnham to symmetrically anchor the southern side of the 
entrance to Chicago Harbor. 





From the end of Navy Pier, particularly on a late spring, summer, or 
early fall day, the views are not only toward the Chicago skyline, but 
aiso lakeward across a vast expanse of sky and water dotted with 
sailboats and pleasure craft On certain clear days the southern end of 
the lake, including the Indiana Dunes, can be seen. At night the east 
end of the pier affords a dramatic view of millions of lights from the 
Skyline to the west, with light reflections coming off the water. As it 


BEST COPY , 





has been rehabilitated, the east end terminal Building and concert hall are 
impressive structures whose architecture and public spaces add to the 
scenic views both landward and lakeward from the pier. 


NFED FOR PROTECTION 





Today Navy Pier is largely unused and vacant with the exception of the 
south dock and the east end docks, which are open to the public, and 
the rehabilitated east end buildings, which are used occasionally for 
special events such as Art Expo. The Chicago Department of Public 
Works is attempting to stabilize the pier, but the lack of active 
maintenance activities associated with regular use and occupancy is 
contributing to the gradual deterioration of portions of the structure. 
Major repairs will eventually be required to preserve Navy Pier, and 
extensive rehabilitation will be necessary prior to reuse of the structure. 
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( (OPE OF THE UPCOMING STUD 
OOF ALTERNATIVE 


The historical and recreational signit ance o!| the pier wiil De Key Ttactor': 
in determining its ftuture use ihe questlior i what to do with the pier 
ang who should ai it will be addressed | ihe upcoming “Study ofl 
Aiternatives,” which will be submitted t noress in the spring of 1986 
All of the alternatives considered in the study will respect the pier’ 
innerent resource vaiues and its importance as a ink between the 
northern and southerr lakeshore parks ine study will took al a tull 
range of management alternatives, inciuding the option: | operating the 
pier througn an intergovernmental commissior A specified by Congress 
nm directing the study The "Study if Alternative: wi | nclude an 
assessment of the present ondition of the pier and estimates of the cost 
of repairs and rehabilitation rhe city ' Chicago and the state ol 
liiinois both support the study a: 1 Means f resolving the issues of 
management ana bot governments will be actively involved with § the 
National Park Service in the development of alternative: The study will 
concentrate on Navy Pier but it will look beyond the pier to address the 
issues of access and nteoration with adiacent tang uses The study will 
aiso identify the general impacts and inher mplcations of each aiternatl ‘ 


considered 
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NDIX A; SUMMARY OF THE MAYOR'S TASK FORCE REPORT 


THE MAYOR'S NAVY PIER TASK FORCE REPORT 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 





This report summarizes the work of the Mayor's Navy Pier 
Task Force, which was created to respond to the Mayor 
Washington's request for a recommendation for a development 
concept for the Pier. It represents a critical first step 


in the development of an active and exciting Pier. 


Broadly, the Mayor's Navy Pier Task Force enthusiastically 
recommends the development of the Pier as an urban park with 
extensive and innovative cultural, educational and community 
activities. Specifically, it recommends a wide range of 
expositions, cultural exhibits, museums, educational insti- 
tutions and entertainment events, along with limited retail 
activities. The task force also recommends passive and 
active park areas (both open and enclosed) and noncompeti- 
tive recreation facilities for year-round use. The task 
force envisions the Pier as a community center whose base 
would be the entire city of Chicago. Its programs and 
facilities would both serve and reflect Chicago's diverse 


cultural life. 


The vision of Navy Pier that the task force endorses is a 


sharp contrast to proposals for commercial, office or resi- 








dential development of the site. Many other parts of the 
city remain viable for these kinds of developments. There 


is only one Navy Pier, and it belongs to everyone. 


The task force recommends making its vision of Navy Pier a 
reality through a natural and evolutionary process of phased 
development. Improvements to the Pier would be paced with 
the increased use of Pier facilities -- a dramatic departure 
from previous proposals for a wholesale renovation that 
would have required a large, lump sum public investment at 


the beginning of the development. 


The task force believes that efficient management of the 
diverse activities which could be offered on a mixed-use 
Pier would best be provided by a quasi-public management 
entity and/or by the City with input from a public/private 


advisory committee, rather than by the City itself. 


The task force also addressed itself to the issue of public 
transportation, as development of the Pier frequently has 
been stymied because it lacks a good system of direct trans- 
portation links to the rest of the city. The task force 
believes that during the Pier's initial development phase, 
the City can and should undertake a number of low-cost 
initiatives to improve pedestrian, vehicular and mass tran- 


sit access to the Pier Expanded public transit facilities 
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might include new light rail or shuttle bus systems to link 


the Pier to the Loop and to commuter rail stations. 


No other American city can boast of such a spectacular 
lakefront facility. The Pier has tremendous potential to 
become a primary focus of community life and leisure activi- 
ty for Chicagoans and visitors alike. The task force recom- 
mends 4 spirited commitment to breathing life into a unique 
Chicago iandmark, a landmark half as old as the city itself, 


and urges the City to view its public facilities with an eye 


toward the future. 








APPENDIX B: AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION 


(Onn Rew 
ate Session HOUSE OF REPRESLNTATIVES 90..936 


os 


MAKING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1985, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 


Jury 2 1085 —Ordered to be printed 


—_ 


Mr. Wurrren, from the Committee of Conference, 
submitted the following 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


(To accompany HR 2577) 


Nationat Paewx Senvice 


Within existing funds $250,000 is made available for a study ot 
the feasibility and desirability of making Chicago's Navy Pier e 
recreational and cultural unit within the National Park System 
under the operating jurisdiction of a commission made up of per- 
sons appointed by the Mayor of Chicago and the Secretary of the 
Interior or persons appointed by the Mayor of Chicago, the Gover- 
nor of Llinois and the Secretary of the Interior with appropriate 
cost*haring by Federal and city or Federal, State and city govern- 
ments In making the study, the National Park Service ehall con- 
sult and cooperate with the Mayor of Chicago, the Governor of IIli- 
nois and other appropriate public officials Consultation may also 
be had with schools of design and architecture, symposia and 
forums on the subject, including e review of the Mooney plan, and 
including the prospective costs, and means of financing such costs 
whether private, public or both, and to report back with its find- 
ings within six months to the appropriate Committees of the Con. 
gress The study s..ould address the appropriateness of a commis 
sion to facilitate State, loca) and Feheall cangneation such as exists 
with the Illinois and Michigan National Heritage Corridor Commis 
sion and the Lowell National Historic Preservation Commission 
The model of the cooperative arrangement between the Federal 
government and the State of New Jersey to protect and preserve 
the Pinelands areas may elso be useful 

Amendment No 186: Deletes language proposed by the Senate 


with respect to the National Capital region arts and culture! ef 
fairs program 
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U.S. Vepartment of the interior National Park Service “Muricipal Pier 
National Register: Of WMistoric Places Nomination form. " Washingtor 
W.' iWw/9 
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ine Department eh 


ari 


The 


reservatior;r 


AS the nation’: principal conservatior agency 
mterior has basis responsibilities protect and conserve our and 
water energy and minerals mish and wildlife parks and recreatior 
areas and ¢ ensure the wise use of al ihnese resource: 
department ais Nas major Pesponsidility for Americar invdiar 

Communities and for peopie wih< ive if Siand territories mdeer 
aoministratior 

Publication ser, ‘ were provided Dy the editori:, ang arapt sia 

the Venver Service eriter Ni i) Decembe, 98! 




















